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FINAL ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed on 6/28/07 has been received and claims 1-18, 37-41, 43- 
48, 54-63, 93 and 95-97 are pending. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. This application contains claims 19-36, 42, 49-53, 64-92, 94 and 98-103 drawn to 
an invention nonelected with traverse in the reply filed on 1/25/07. A complete reply to 
the final rejection must include cancellation of nonelected claims or other appropriate 
action (37 CFR 1.144) See MPEP § 821.01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1, 37, 54 and 93 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Rosano (3780857). 

As to Claims 37 and 93, Rosano ('857) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) (see 
entire document, particularly Figures 2-6) for enabling one to wrap an article (33) to be 
sterilized, comprising: 

at least a first sheet of sterilization material (18); said first sheet (18) having an 
outer periphery and a central portion (see Figures 5-6); 
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an additional sheet (1 1) of material; said additional sheet (11) being bonded to 
the central portion of said first sheet (18) (see Figure 6 and Col. 1 , lines 54-56); the 
perimeter of said additional sheet (11) being at least twenty-five percent smaller than 
the perimeter of said first sheet (18) (see Col. 1 , lines 58-63; where the perimeter of the 
additional sheet 11 is 28 inches and the perimeter of the first sheet 18 being 64 inches, 
so the perimeter of the additional sheet is about 56% smaller than the first sheet 
perimeter). 

As to Claims 1 and 54, Rosano ('857) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) (see 
entire document, particularly Figures 2-6) for enabling one to wrap an article (33) to be 
sterilized, comprising: 

at least one sheet of sterilization material (18); said sheet (18) of sterilization 
material being a multi-ply laminate (see entire document, particularly Col. 1 , lines 5-8 
and 49-53 where the laminated material is deemed to be multi-ply configuration as the 
one layer is encapsulated/laminated on top and bottom by laminating material/layer); 

a sheet (1 1) of absorbent material attached to said sheet (18) of sterilization 
material (see Col. 1, lines 17-18 and 54-56); said sheet (11) of absorbent material 
bonded to said sheet of sterilization material (18) (see Col. 1 , line 18) adapted to 
contact the article (33) to be sterilized (see Figure 6); said sheet of absorbent material 
(a) providing sterility protection for the article (33) in addition to said sheet (18) of 
sterilization material (as the cardboard provides a rigid base to support the articles in 
place of traditional sterilization trays made of stainless steel which prevents the articles 
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from puncturing/damaging the wrap material that will compromise the sterility achieved 
within - see Col. 1, lines 2-6 and 16-18), and (b) enabled to wick moisture away from 
the article (33) after sterilization has taken place (wherein the absorbent material is 
cardboard which is intrinsically moisture absorbent). 

5. Claim 56 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bourne 
(5688476). 

Bourne ('476) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) for wrapping an article (18) to be 
sterilized comprising: 

at least one sheet of sterilization material (12) having a central portion (see 
Figures 1-2); said first sheet of sterilization material being a multi-ply laminate (see Col. 
9, lines38-39); and 

a panel (14 or an inner wrap) attached said central portion of said sheet (14) of 
sterilization material (see Figures 1-6); said panel adapted to receive the article (18) to 
be sterilized thereon (see Figurel); the basis weight of said panel being higher than the 
basis weight of said sheet of sterilization material (see Table III in Col. 12 where in the 
basis weight of the inner is heavier than the outer for Kimguard One Step™ RG). 

6. Claim 62 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Antonoplos 
(6218189). 

Antonoplos ('189) discloses a sterilization wrap for enabling one to wrap an 
article to be sterilized (see Col. 14, lines 26-35) comprising: 
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at least one sheet of sterilization material; said sheet not forming a part of a 
sterilization bag (see Col. 14, lines 26-35; wherein the Kimberly Clark Spunguard is 
comprised of a sheet of sterilization material); and 

a chemical visual indicator (400) responsive to the presence of sterilant so as to 
indicate whether or not the article has been exposed to adequate sterilization conditions 
(see Col. 14, lines 37-44). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 2-3, 7-13, 38-39, 46 and 95-97 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rosano (3780857) as applied to claims 1, 37 and 93 above, 
and further in view of Bourne (5688476). 

Rosano ('857) is relied upon for disclosure described in the rejection of claims 1 , 
37 and 93 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). 

As to claims 2-3, 10, 12, 38-39, 46 and 95-97, while Rosano ('857) discloses that 
the wrap comprises of a first sterilization sheet made from non-woven, laminate material 
(see Col. 1, lines 48-52), Rosano ('857) does not appear to specifically teach that the 
wrap further includes a second sheet of sterilization material; said second sheet of 
sterilization material being bonded to said first sheet of sterilization material; where the 
second sheet of sterilization material includes an outer periphery with four edges; said 
outer periphery of said first sheet of sterilization material having four edges being 
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bonded to said outer periphery of said second sheet of sterilization material by heat and 
pressure; nor that the first and second sheets of sterilization material are made of SMS. 

It was known in the art at the time of invention to provide two sheets of 
sterilization material for wrapping an article for sterilization where the two sheets are 
made of SMS and bonded to each other along the outer periphery of the sheets. Bourne 
('476) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) for enabling one to wrap an article (18) to be 
sterilized, comprising: 

a first sheet of sterilization material (12); said first sheet (12) having an outer 
periphery with four edges about the periphery and a central portion (see Figures 1-6); 
and 

a second sheet of sterilization material (14); said second sheet (14) having an 
outer periphery with four edges about the periphery and a central portion (see Figures 
1-6); 

wherein the two sheets are made of SMS in order to provide properties such as 
strength and barrier properties to the wrap (see Col. 7, line 29 through Col. 8, line 9, 
and Col. 9, lines 33-48 and 55-65) and the outer periphery of the first sheet (12) is 
bonded to said outer periphery of the second sheet (14) by heat and pressure (see Col. 
5, lines 22-23 and 26-29) in order to join the two sheets of the sterilization material 
together (see Figures 4-6, particularly Figure 6 and Col. 5 line 48 through Col. 6 line 
19). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention to provide two sheets of sterilization material for wrapping an article for 
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sterilization where the two sheets are made of SMS and bonded to each other along the 
outer periphery of the sheets in the sterilization wrap of Rosano in order to provide 
strength and barrier properties to the wrap and to join the two sheet together as shown 
by Bourne. 

As to Claims 7-8, Rosano ('857) discloses that the perimeter of said sheet of 
absorbent material (11) is smaller than the perimeter of said first sheet of sterilization 
material (18) by at least by 25% (see Figure 6 and Col. 1, lines 58-63; where the 
perimeter of the additional sheet 11 is 28 inches and the perimeter of the first sheet 1 8 
being 64 inches, so the perimeter of the additional sheet is about 56% smaller than the 
first sheet perimeter). 

As to Claims 9 and 1 1 , Rosano ('857) discloses that the first sheet of sterilization 
material (18) has two sides (see Figures 2-6, particularly Figure 5 where there is an 
interior side that contains the articles and 1 1 and the exterior side as seen in Figure 2); 
one side of said first sheet of sterilization material (18) having a central portion (as 
defined by 13 and 21); said sheet of absorbent material bonded to said first sheet of 
sterilization material at said central portion adhesively (see Figure 6 and Col. 1, lines 18 
and 54-55 wherein "adhesively secured" is deemed to include bonding by glue). 



As to Claim 13, while Rosano ('857) discloses that the sterilization wrap is 
comprised of two sheets - a first sheet and an absorbent sheet, Rosano ('857) does not 
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appear to specifically teach that the two materials have different colors so that a sterile 
field may be readily identified. 

Bourne ('476) discloses that the sterilization wrap (10) has two sheets (12, 14) 
wherein the shading or coloring of the inner sheet 14 is different than the outer sheet 12 
in order to visually distinguish and properly position the wrap 10 so that the correct inner 
sheet of the wrap faces the item to be wrapped (see Col. 8, lines 46-61). 

It was known in the art at the time of invention to provide different coloration to 
the different sheets of a sterilization wrap and it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in this art at the time of invention to provide such different 
coloration/shading of the sheets in the wrap of Rosano in order to visual distinguish the 
two surfaces for proper orientation of the wrap with the article to be sterilized as shown 
by Bourne. 

Thus, Claims 2-3, 7-13, 38-39, 46 and 95-97 would have been obvious within the 
meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over the combined teachings of Rosano 0857) and Bourne 
('476). 

9. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosano 
(3780857) in view of Bourne (5688476) as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view 
of Gentile (1832978). 

Rosano ('857) and Bourne ('476) are relied upon for disclosure described in the 
rejection of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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While Rosano ('857) discloses that the absorbent sheet is made of cardboard, 
Rosano ('857) does not specifically teach that the cardboard is made of cellulose. 

It was well known in the art at the time of invention that the cardboard is made of 
cellulose. Gentile ('978) exemplifies that the cardboard is made with cellulose (see Col. 
1, lines 41-42). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time 
of invention that the cardboard of Rosano is made of cellulose as is well known in the 
art as exemplified by Gentile. 

Thus, Claim 4 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
over the combined teachings of Rosano ,('857), Bourne ('476), Gentile ('978). 

10. Claims 5-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rosano (3780857) in view of Bourne (5688476) as applied to claim 2 above, and further 
in view of Lickfield (580451 2). 

Rosano C857) and Bourne ('476) are relied upon for disclosure described in the 
rejection of claim 2 under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

While Rosano ('857) discloses that the absorbent sheet is made of cardboard, 
Rosano ( f 857) does not specifically teach that the absorbent sheet material is made of 
absorbent synthetic taken from the group consisting of hydrophilic spunmelt polyolefins, 
polyester, and nylon, and polyrayons and biocomponent fibers. 

Lickfield ('512) discloses an absorbent sheet (16) that is made of absorbent 
synthetic (see Col. 4, lines 9-15) taken from the group consisting of hydrophilic 
spunmelt polyolefins, polyester, and biocomponent fibers that possess improved 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,545 Page 10 

Art Unit: 1744 

strength and tear resistance in order to provide absorbent characteristic and an 
improved aesthetics such as hand and softness to the sheet (see Col. 3, lines 60-67 
and Col. 4, lines 6-15; Col. 8, lines 51-55; Col. 9, lines 64-67 through Col. 10, lines 1-9, 
particularly Col. 10, lines 3-9). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention to provide an absorbent sheet material in the form of absorbent synthetic, that 
possesses necessary strength and tear resistance to support the articles to be 
sterilized, from the group consisting of hydrophilic spunmelt polyolefins, polyester, and 
biocomponent fibers in the place of the absorbent sheet in sterilization wrap of Rosano 
in order to provide an absorbent characteristic and improved aesthetics as shown by 
Lickfield. 

Thus, Claims 5-6 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) over the combined teachings of Rosano ('857), Bourne C476) and Lickfield 
('512). 

11. Claims 47-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rosano (3780857) in view of Bourne (5688476) as applied to claim 46 above, and 
further in view of Transportation Information Service (TIS, Cardboard). 

Rosano 0857) and Bourne ('476) are relied upon for disclosure described in the 
rejection of claim 46 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

As to Claim 47, while Rosano C857) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) wherein 
the first sheet of sterilization material (18) is a laminate (see entire document, 
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particularly Col. 1, lines 5-8 and 49-53) and the additional sheet is cardboard, Rosano 
('857) does not appear to specifically teach the basis weight for the two materials. 
Bourne ('476) discloses that the basis weight of a laminate is 1 .05 to 3.57 osy (see 
Table I and Col. 9, line 33 through Col. 10, line 16). 

It was well known in the art at the time of invention what the basis weight is for 
cardboard. TIS exemplifies the basis weight for cardboard (see p. 2 with light card board 
basis weight 150 g/m 2 which is approximately 4.4 osy) which indicates that even at the 
lower range of basis weight of light cardboard (at approximately 4.4 osy) will be heavier 
than a total basis weight of a laminate sterilization sheet material such as an ultra grade 
SMS sterilization sheet (for example, total basis weight is 2.6 osy - see Table I of 
Bourne ('476)). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time 
of invention that the basis weight of the panel in the form of a cardboard is heavier than 
the sterilization sheet material as it was well known in the art. 

As to Claim 48, while TIS discloses that the basis weight of the absorbent sheet 
which is greater than 1.0 to 3.0 osy, it would have been well within the purview of one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide a cardboard absorbent sheet with basis weight 
between 1 .0 to 3.0 osy in order to optimize the absorbent characteristic of the cardboard 
sheet for use within a sterilization wrap. Only expected result would be attained. 

Thus, Claims 47-48 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) over the combined teachings of Rosano ('857), Bourne ('476) and TIS. 
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12. Claims 56 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rosano (3780857) in view of Transportation Information Service (TIS, Cardboard) 
and Bourne (5688476). 

Rosano ('857) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) (see entire document, 
particularly Figures 2-6) for enabling one to wrap an article (33) to be sterilized, 
comprising: 

at least one sheet of sterilization material (18); said sheet (1 8) of sterilization 
material being a multi-ply laminate (see entire document, particularly Col. 1, lines 5-8 
and 49-53 where the laminated material is deemed to be multi-ply configuration as the 
one layer is encapsulated/laminated on top and bottom by laminating material/layer); 

a panel (1 1 ) of absorbent material attached to said sheet (1 8) of sterilization 
material (see Col. 1, lines 17-18 and 54-56); said sheet (11) of absorbent material 
adapted to receive/contact the article (33) to be sterilized thereon (see Figure 6); said 
sheet of absorbent material enabled to wick moisture away from the article (33) after 
sterilization has taken place (wherein the absorbent material is cardboard which is 
intrinsically moisture absorbent). 

Rosano ('857) does not appear to specifically teach that the basis weight of the 
panel (i.e. cardboard) is higher than the basis weight of said sheet of sterilization 
material. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention that the basis weight of the panel in the form of a cardboard is heavier than 
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the multi-ply sterilization sheet material as it was well known in the art at the time of 
invention that the basis weight of the cardboard is greater than a multi-ply laminate 
material. TIS discloses that even at the basis weight of lightest cardboard (see p. 2 with 
light card board basis weight 150 g/m 2 which is approximately 4.4 osy) will be heavier 
than a total basis weight of a multi-ply sterilization sheet material such as an ultra grade 
SMS sterilization sheet (total basis weight is 2.6 osy - see Table I of Bourne ('476)). 

Thus, Claims 56 and 60 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) over the combined teachings of Rosano ('857), TIS, and Bourne ('476). 

13. Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bourne 
(5688476) as applied to claim 56 above, and further in view of Rosano (3780857). 

Bourne ('476) is relied upon for disclosure described in the rejection of claim 56 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). 

While Bourne ('476) teaches a sterilization wrap with a sheet of sterilization 
material and a panel, Bourne ('476) does not appear to specifically teach that the 
sterilization wrap further includes a sheet of absorbent material attached to said panel; 
said sheet of absorbent material enabled to wick moisture away from the article after 
sterilization has taken place. 

Rosano ('857) discloses a sterilization wrap (10) with a panel of sterilization 
material (18) that further includes a sheet of absorbent material (11) attached to said 
panel (18) (see Figure 6 and Col. 1, lines 54-55); said sheet of absorbent material 
enabled to wick moisture away from the article after sterilization has taken place (where 
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the sheet of absorbent material is in the form of cardboard which is intrinsically 
absorbent to moisture thus is enabled to wick moisture away from the article after 
sterilization has taken place) in order to provide an area to place and support the 
articles to be sterilized without the aid of a sterilization tray (see Col. 1, lines 13-18). 

It was known in the art at the time of invention to provide a sheet of absorbent 
material to a sterilization wrap and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
this art at the time of invention to provide a sheet of absorbent material in the 
sterilization wrap of Bourne in order to support the articles to be sterilized in the wrap as 
shown by Rosano. 

Thus, Claim 57 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
over the combined teachings of Bourne ('476) and Rosano ('857). 

14. Claims 14-15, 17-18, 40-41, 43-45, 55, 58-59 and 61 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosano (3780857) in view of Bourne 
(5688476) as applied to claims 2 and 39 or Rosano (3780857) as applied to claims 1, 
37 and 54 or Bourne (5688476) in view of Rosano (3780857) as applied to claim 57 or 
Rosano (3780857) in view of TIS as applied to claims 56 and 60 above, and further in 
view of Thukamoto (4206844). 

Rosano C857) and Bourne C476) are relied upon for disclosure described in the 
rejection of claims 2 and 39 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Rosano ('857) is relied upon for disclosure described in the rejection of claims 1 , 
37 and 54 under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b). 



Application/Control Number: 10/685,545 Page 15 

Art Unit: 1744 

Bourne ('476) and Rosano ('857) are relied upon for disclosure described in the 
rejection of claim 57 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Rosano ('857) and TIS are relied upon for disclosure described in the rejection of 
claims 56 and 60 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

As to Claims 14, 18, 40-41, 43, 55, 58-59 and 61, while both Rosano ('857) nor 
Bourne ('476) teaches a sterilization wrap, neither Rosano ('857) nor Bourne ('476) 
appears to specifically teach that the sterilization wrap further includes a chemical visual 
indicator responsive to the presence of sterilant so as to indicate whether or not the 
article has been exposed to adequate sterilization conditions. 

It was well known in the art at the time of invention to include a chemical visual 
indicator within a package formed using a sterilization wrap material. Thukamoto ('844) 
exemplifies sterilization wraps (1 and 2) for wrapping an article (3) to be sterilized 
(Abstract) further including a chemical visual indicator (5); said chemical visual indicator 
(5) being in one visual state/color prior to exposure to sterilant and being in another 
visual state/color after exposure to sterilant (Col. 4, lines 22-26; Col. 5, lines 6-11); said 
cherriieal visual indicator being attached to said wrap (see Figure 1-3, 5) so as to 
indicate whether or not the article has been exposed to adequate sterilization conditions 
(Col. 4, lines 22-26). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention to provide a chemical visual indicator in the sterilization wrap system of 
Rosano or Bourne in order to obtain a means to ascertain "the completion of disinfection 
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of a medical instrument received" with ease (Col. 4, lines 22-26) as shown by 
Thukamoto. 

As to Claims 17 and 44, while Thukamoto ('844) does not appear to specifically 
teach that the chemical visual indicator meets the requirements of ISO 1 1 140-1 , it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of invention to use a 
chemical visual indicator that meets such a requirement in a sterilization wrap system of 
Rosano or Bourne or Thukamoto in order to demonstrate that the indicator and 
ultimately the sterilization wrap system achieves industry acceptable/standard level of 
performance. 

As to Claims 15 and 45, while neither Rosano C857) nor Bourne ('476) teaches 
that a chemical visual indicator is attached to said additional sheet. Thukamoto ('844) 
discloses that the chemical visual indicator (5) is located on a sheet (1) where the article 
(3) to be sterilized is placed (see Figure 2) in order to enable visual recognition of the 
completion of sterilization/disinfection at the location of the sterilized article (see 
Abstract). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time 
of invention to attach the chemical visual indicator also on the additional sheet of 
Rosano upon which the items for sterilization are placed in order to ensure that the 
interior of the sterilization wrap where the article to be sterilized is located has received 
sterilant to effect sterilization as shown by Thukamoto. 
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Thus, Claims 14-15, 17-18, 40-41, 43-45, 55, 58-59 and 61 would have been 
obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over the combined teachings of Rosano 
('857), or Bourne ('476) and Rosano ('857), or Rosano ('857) and TSI, and Thukamoto 
('844). 

15. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosano 
(3780857) in view of Bourne (5688476) and Thukamoto (4206844) as applied to claim 
14 above, and further in view of Romito (4382063). 

Rosano ('857), Bourne ('476) and Thukamoto ('844) are relied upon for 
disclosure described in the rejection of claim 14 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

While Thukamoto ('844) teaches that the chemical visual indicator changes color 
after having been exposed to a sterilant gas, Thukamoto ('844) does not appear to 
teach that the chemical visual indicator changes color after having been exposed to 
steam. 

It was well known in the art at the time of invention to provide a chemical visual 
indicator that changes color after exposure to steam in a sterilization system. Romito 
('063) exemplifies a chemical visual indicator that changes color after having been 
exposed to steam (Abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this 
art at the time of invention to provide the chemical visual indicator for steam sterilization 
instead of the chemical visual indicator of Thukamoto in the sterilization system of 
Rosano ('857) in order to provide an indicator for a steam sterilization application so as 
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to "visually show that steam sterilization has been completed" (Col. 1, lines 6-7) as 
exemplified by Romito. 

Thus, Claim 16 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
over the combined teachings of Rosano ('857), Bourne 0476), Thukamoto ('844) and 
Romito ('063). 

16. Claim 63 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Antonoplos (6218189) as applied to claim 62 above, and further in view of Bourne 
(5688476). 

Antonoplos ('189) is relied upon for disclosure described in the rejection of claim 
62 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). 

While Antonoplos ('189) discloses a sterilization wrap with a sheet of sterilization 
material, Antonoplos ('189) does not appear to specifically teach that the sterilization 
wrap further includes a second sheet of sterilization material; said second sheet of 
sterilization material bonded to said first sheet. 

It was well known in the art at the time of invention to provide a second sheet of 
sterilization material in a sterilization wrap. Bourne ('476) exemplifies a sterilization wrap 
(10) that is comprised of a first sheet (12) of sterilization material and a second sheet 
(14) of sterilization sheet material wherein second sheet (14) is bonded to said first 
sheet (12) see Figures 1-6) in order to provide security that the wrapped item is 
protected by two sheets of sterilization material and to ensure that the two sheets of 
material do not separate (see Col 6, lines 20-30). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in this art at the time of 
invention to provide a second sheet of sterilization material that is bonded to the first 
sterilization sheet in a sterilization wrap of Antonoplos in order to provide additional 
security to the sterilized items is protected in two sheets instead of one sheet and the 
two sheets bonded so that the sheets will not separate as exemplified by Bourne. 

Thus, Claim 63 would have been obvious within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
over the combined teachings of Antonoplos ('189) and Bourne ('476). 

Response to Arguments 

. 17. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-18, 37-41, 43-48, 54-63, 93 and 
95-97 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
18. Applicant's arguments filed 6/28/07, regarding the reference of Lickfield 
(5804512) have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. Specifically, the 
argument that the Figure 1 shows the orientation of the sterilization wrap 10 wherein the 
layer 17 is located at the top and the absorbent sheet 16 on the bottom and that Figure 
2B shows that the article to be sterilized in contact with top layer of the laminate fabric, 
the description of Figure 2B does not specifically teach which one of the layers is in 
contact with the articles and thus, the orientation shown in Figure 1 is not the only 
orientation that the sterilization wrap can be used; sterilization wrap 10 is capable of 
being used with the layer 16 at the top and in contact with the article to be sterilized. 
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Conclusion 

19. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Regina Yoo whose telephone number is 571-272-6690. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:30 am - 6:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gladys Corcoran can be reached on 571-272-1214. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000/] J 




